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changed that last year. We resolved to
do even more this year.

The committee has again gotten the
appropriations process off to a strong
start, and we would now like to pass as
many of the funding bills as possible on
the Senate floor. Getting this done will
require cooperation from across the
aisle.

Our Democratic friends recently
wrote a letter pledging cooperation in
the appropriations process. ‘“This is a
win-win opportunity,” they said, and
““we should seize it together.”

With the appropriate cooperation, we
will, and we are.

The Appropriations Committee has
already conducted more than 40 hear-
ings since January. Tomorrow they
will mark up two more funding bills,
which follows their action last week to
pass two others on a bipartisan and
unanimous basis.

We are about to consider one of those
funding bills out here on the floor. The
Energy and Water appropriations bill is
thoughtful, bipartisan legislation that
will ensure a fiscally responsible ap-
proach to a variety of issues—things
such as national security, energy inno-
vation, waterways, and economic de-
velopment.

I look forward to talking more about
it tomorrow, and I would like to thank
Senator ALEXANDER and Senator FEIN-
STEIN for their many hours of hard
work on that bill. I would also like to
recognize Chairman COCHRAN for every-
thing he has done with Ranking Mem-
ber MIKULSKI to get the appropriations
process moving forward.

—————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

———

ENERGY AND FAA BILLS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am happy
to be here and have the Republican
leader talk about the things he has
been able to accomplish, but I would
note—just to make sure the record is
clear—the reason these things are hap-
pening is because we have a minority
that is willing to work with the major-
ity.

The record should also be corrected
to the effect that we have had over the
last 7% years lots of debates on en-
ergy—Ilots of them. The problem is that
they have gone no place because of the
obstruction of my Republican col-
leagues, with filibuster after filibuster
on the bill that we are going to soon
dispose of.

I am glad. It is a really important
piece of legislation. It was worked on
for 5 years, led by Senator SHAHEEN,
but it is really difficult to determine
how many different times it was
stopped because of obstruction—seven
or eight times, that I can come up
with. So we are glad to be able to get
it done. Why? Because we wanted to
get it done for years, and finally we are
able to get it done.
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So we want to be here and work with
the Republican leader and friends on
the other side of the aisle to get things
done. That is why we have been no ob-
stacle to the FAA bill. It is too bad it
is such a narrow version of what we
wanted to do, but the Republican lead-
er said we will finish the things that
we wanted to do to deal with section
48(c) before the end of the year.

——
APPROPRIATIONS BILLS

Mr. REID. Also, Mr. President, as to
the appropriations bills, I was a long-
time member of the Appropriations
Committee, and I am glad we are mov-
ing forward on the appropriations bills.
Why didn’t we do it before? Because we
had objections from the Republicans,
and we couldn’t. But we are going to be
as cooperative as we can and see if we
can move some of these appropriations
bills. I am happy to have the Repub-
lican leader talk about the accomplish-
ments, but make sure there is a side
note or a footnote that says this has
been accomplished because of our co-
operation.

————

NOMINATION OF MERRICK
GARLAND

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my friend
also talked about the accomplishments
of the various committees. My caucus
knows how much I believe in the com-
mittee system. I think it is very impor-
tant that committees work well. We
know one committee that is not work-
ing well, led by the senior Senator
from Iowa.

The senior Senator from Iowa claims
that he feels no pressure over blocking
President Obama’s Supreme Court
nominee, Merrick Garland. If that is
really true, Senator GRASSLEY must
not read the papers from Iowa. To date,
there have been two dozen Iowa edi-
torials condemning Senator GRASS-
LEY’s refusal to consider President
Obama’s Supreme Court nominee, and
there are many more letters to the edi-
tor. This is only Iowa. Around the
country there have been scores and
scores of editorials talking about how
wrong it is that the Judiciary Com-
mittee is taking a vacation.

In Iowa there was a column published
in the Des Moines Register over the
weekend that was especially dis-
cerning. It was authored by veteran
Iowa political journalist Kathie
Obradovich. This is what she wrote:

Senator Grassley keeps offering new rea-
sons for refusing to give Judge Merrick Gar-
land a hearing and a vote on his appointment
to the U.S. Supreme Court. He may as well
keep trying, as the explanations he’s given
so far for waiting until after the next presi-
dential election are mostly nonsense.

I am only going to mention a few of
the excuses that the senior Senator
from Iowa has invented in an effort to
avoid his job.

Senator GRASSLEY won’t consider
Merrick Garland because he says he
wants the American people to have a
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voice. The Senator either is ignoring or
forgetting or doesn’t know that the
American people and fellow Iowans
used their voice twice when they elect-
ed and re-elected—both times over-
whelmingly—President Obama. They
gave President Obama the right to
nominate individuals to the Supreme
Court as well as all the other obliga-
tions a President has.

Secondly, Senator GRASSLEY won’t
consider Merrick Garland because he
said he wants a Justice who abides by
the law. Try that one on. If the senior
Senator from Iowa wants a Justice who
abides by precedent and sticks to the
law, he need look no further than
Merrick Garland, who has developed a
reputation on the bench for respecting
precedent. People who served with
him—so-called liberal, conservative,
and moderate judges—all agree that
Merrick Garland is good. In fact,
maybe there is somebody who can’t
stand him, but we haven’t heard a peep
from anybody saying what a bad judge
he is—not from anyone.

Senator GRASSLEY says he won’t con-
sider Merrick Garland for a third rea-
son, because the Supreme Court only
needs eight Supreme Court Justices.
The Supreme Court needs all nine. Yes-
terday they deadlocked on another
question, and it appears that the chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee is
willing to gridlock our Nation’s high-
est Court just to keep Merrick Garland
from being confirmed.

That decision yesterday is a bad deci-
sion because what it does is to keep in
place a lower court ruling that most all
academics and people who follow the
law believe is wrong. It allowed the
State of California standing to sue an-
other State—basically, the State of Ne-
vada. Under their ruling, we are now
going to have a free-for-all in the
States suing each other. From the time
we have been a country, that didn’t
take place. There was order in inter-
state commerce.

Well, the fourth reason Senator
GRASSLEY gives is that it is all Chief
Justice Roberts’ fault. The very person
who is blocking the Supreme Court
nominee is accusing the Chief Justice
of making the Court political.

Finally—there are others, but this is
enough for this morning—the senior
Senator from Iowa says he is just doing
what Chairman Biden said 20 years ago.
Well, I would suggest—and I am sure
his staff has done this, if he hasn’t—to
look at what Vice President BIDEN did,
not a partial part of a speech that he
gave, because if you looked at that, he
was exemplary. He brought judges to
the Senate floor. He even brought
nominees to the floor who had been
turned down by the committee be-
cause, as he said yesterday and he has
said before: I believe we have an obliga-
tion for advice and consent that is not
completed until it is brought to the
floor.

So Senator GRASSLEY should follow
JOE BIDEN’s example and process more
than part of a speech he gave. None of
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